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Chairman Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445  12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 2 0 5 5 4  

Dear Michael Powell. 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want. and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay 
more for  devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely 

Daniel Smith 
1 2 7 3  W Washington Ave 
Sunnyvale, CA 9 4 0 8 6  
USA 
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Chalrman Mlchael K. Powell 
Federnl Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am wrltlng to v o t e  my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon or "broadcast flag" technology ror dlgltal televlslon. AS a 
consumer and citlren. I feel stronulv that such a uollcv would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rbhb. and the ultlmate - .  . .  
adoptlon of D N  

A robust, compettlve market for consumer electronks must be rooted In manul-acturers' abMy to lnnomte for their 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologloto 
what new products they can create. Thls will result In products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for lnlerlor functlonallty. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less Ilkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recelven 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devices that llmn my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon. Thank you for your the.  

Slneerely, 

Hugo Romero 
9961 sw 15 Terr 
Mlaml, FL 33174 
USA 
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Chalrman Mlchael K. Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am writlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon. As a 
consumer and citlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts and the ultlmate 
ndoptlon or DTV. 

A robust, competltlve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' abllity to Innovate for thelr 
customers. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DTV-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlots 
what new product9 they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't neceosarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and R could result In me belng charged more money lor Inferlor functlonallky 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelven 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devlces that Ilmt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon. Thank you for your tlme. 

Slncerely, 

Chrlo Blnder 
535 Mlsty Moss Ln. 
Salnt Peters, MO 63376 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Chalrman Mlchael K. Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am wrltlng to volce my apposltlon to any FCC-mandated adaptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltPl televlslan. 

At the Massachusetts lnstltute of Technology, I personally have constructed a hlgh-deflnltlon televlslon receiver to allow me 
to watch hlgh-quallty televlslon programmlng. I constructed thls receiver out of a Drake demodulator and helped wrke 
software myself (for the Llnux operatlng system) to decode the slgnal. 

Thls has resulted In beneflts for the broadcast communRy - by dlrect analysls of the slgnal (whlch the broadcast flag 
mandate would make Illegal or lmposslble for others to do) we have found several mlstakes In NBC, CBS and ABC's use Of 
the HDTV speclflcatlon and have been In contact wlth NBC and ABC about fbtlng them. 

If you promulgate the broadcast flag as law, you wlll make It Illegal ror others to do what I have done, because the Drake 
Company wlll no longer be able to sell demodulators that deliver the slgnal In unencrypted form. No free-software Llnux 
program would be able to have access to the unencrypted slgnel In order to dlsplay k. Broadcasters wlll lose the beneflts 
of hobbylsts analyolo. 

Please do not mandate the broadcast flag 

Slncerely, 

Kelth Wlnsteln 
550 Memorlal Drlve 
Cambrldge, MA 02139 
USA 



Page 1 of 1 1 07 03 PM, 10il1/03 5413023099 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flng" technology for dgital 
television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
rights, and the ultimate adoption of,DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the stud~os to 
tell technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my r ights at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Benjamin Segal 
2633 Plymouth Rd. 
Minnetonka, MN 55305 
USA 
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October 11,2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communications Commisnion 
445 12th Skeet, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I nm writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "brondcast flng" technology for digital television. AB a consumer 
and citizen, I feel sbcngly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer dghto, and the ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robuuf competitive mprket for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufnctuen' ability to innovate for their customen. aUo&g 
movit studio@ to veto fenlures of DTY-reception equipment will ennblc the itudios to tell technologists what new products they can 
create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumen IiLS me actually want, and it could result in me being 
charged more money for inferior hmctionality. 

lfthe FCC issues n broadcnst flag mnndntc, I would actually be lesi liLcly to mnke an investment in DTV-capable receiven and other 
equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my d&ts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcast flag 
technology for digital television. Tnnnk you for your h e .  

Sincerely, 

J Michael Summitt 
4231CNShnUowfordRd 
Atlanta, OA 30341 
USA 
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October 11,2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
Federal Cornmudcations Commission 
445 12th Skeet, NW 
Waohhgton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I sm w d n g  to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "brondcait flag" technology for digital tdehion.  As a consumer 
and citizen, I feel skongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights. and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer eleckonici mwt be rooted in manufnctuen' ability to h o v n t e  far thek customem. Allowing 
movie studiom to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will ennble the ~tudim to tell technologisto what new products they can 
creats. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumen like me actudy want, and it could result in me being 
charged more money for inferior hctionality. 

lfthe FCC issues n broadcnst tlng mandnte, I would nctudy be lem likely to meke M investment in DTV.cnpable receiven and other 
equipment. I will not pny more for devices that h i t  my rights nt the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandste broadcast flag 
technology for digital television. Thnnk you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Pahick Beriy 
1093 East Lindo Ave. 
Chioo, CA 95926 
USA 
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October 11. 2003 

Chalrman Mlchael K. Powell 
Federal Comrnunlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Mkhael Powell, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon. AS a 
consumer and cItlren, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of ON. 

A robust, competltive market for consumer electronbs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't neeessarlly reflect what consumers like me 
aCtUally want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonallty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollwood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon. Thank you for your tlme. 

Slncerely, 

John Wallpe 
31 Yahl Ct 
Sacramento, CA 95833 
USA 
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Chalrman Mlchael K. Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
A45 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Deur MIchael Powe!l. 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "brOadCPSt flag" technology for dlgltal telwlslon. As a 
consumer and cklzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DW. 

A robust, competltive market for consumer electranlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ublllty ta Innovate far thelr 
customers. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlots 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and 6 could result In me belng charged more money for lnferlor functlonaltty. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable receivers 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more fordwlces that llmk my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon. Thank you for your t h e .  

Slncerely, 

Thomas Rlnl 
7018 E Elbow Bay Dr 
Tucson, 85710 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag technology for &@tal 
television. A5 a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their customers. Allowing movie studos to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studos to 
tell technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likcly to make an inveshnent in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for deicer that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Michael Gold 
60 West 23rd Street 
Apt 814 
New York, NY 10010 
USA 



Page 1 of 1 1:22:01 PM, 10/11103 5413023099 - 

October 11, 2003 

Chnlrman Mlchael K. Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
WBShlngtOn, D.C. 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposklon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlglta televlslon. AS a 
consumer and ctlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon. consumer rlghts. Bnd the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DW. 

A robust, competltlve market for consumer electronlco must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DTV-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlots 
what new products they can create. Thls will result In products that don't necessarily reflect what consumer% Ilke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonallty. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DlV-capable receben 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon. Thank you for your tlme. 

Slncerely. 

John Hughes 
455 W 46th St Apt 5A 
New York, NY 10036 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I m writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for dgital 
television. As a consumer m d  citizen, I feel strongly that such P policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufactuecr' ability to innovate for 
their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to 
tell technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an invesbnent in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollyurood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Seth Lamer 
R1#54 
Oronogo, MO 64855 
USA 
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_ _  
October I I, 2003 

Chilrman Mkhael K. Powell 
Federnl Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am Wrklng to VOlce my OppoSttlOn to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology (Or dlgltal televlslon. As a 
consumer and cblzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV 

A robust, competlthre market for consumer electronics must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DTV-receptlon equlprnent wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlorfunctlonallty. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recehrers 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgttal televlslon. Thank you for your tlme. 

Slncerely, 

Wllllam 5. Park 
31 Bakter Street 
BuWalo, NY 14207 
USA 
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October I I ,  2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Sweet, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Deer Michael Powell, 

I m mitin6 to voice my opposition to w y  FCC-mandated sdoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital television. As s mnmner 
and citizen. I feel strongly that such s policy would be bad for innovstion, conoumer ri&, and the ultimste sdoption of D N .  

A robust competitive market far consumer electronics must be rooted in mMUf0Oturen' ability to innovate for their customeru. Allowing 
movie studios to veto festures of DN-reception equipment will enable the ihldios to tell technologiwt, what new products they can 
create. Thin will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumen k e  me actudy want, and it could result in me being 
charged more money for inferior fhctiondty.  

If the FCC issues a brosdcast flag mandate, 1 would actudy be leis Wrely to m&e an investment in DTV-capsble receiven and other 
equipment. I will not psy more for devices that h i t  my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate brosdcast flsg 
technology for digital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Nephi Ferguson 
5912 LuunSt. 
Houston, 'Ix 77076 
USA 
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_ _  
October 11, 2003 

Chairman Michael IC Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I a m  wuting to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for &@tal 
telexision. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bid for innovation, consumer 
rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to 
tell technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

If the FCC issuer a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to mike an investment in DTV-capable 
ceceivern and other equipment. I will not pay more for dcvices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital telnririon. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Mandar Mirashi 
162 Rind& Blvd Apt 10A 
Poughkeepsie, NY 12601 
USA 



October 11, 2003 

Chnlrman Mlchael K. Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon. AS a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts. and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of D N .  

A robust, competltlve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturen' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
CUStOmen. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers like me 
actually want, and lt could result In me belng charged more money for Inferior functlonallty. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon. Thank you for your t h e .  

Sincerely. 

John Reeves 
1935 Hldden Valley 
Rockwall, TX 75087 
USA 
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October 10, 2003 

Chairman Michiel IC Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am writing to voice my opposibon to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for &@tal 
television. As I consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bid for innovation, consumer 
rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their curtomers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the stu&os to 
tell technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necessadly reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make m investment in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my r i g h t 5  at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for dgid television. ?hank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Spencer Cross 
814 1/4 N. Detroit St. 
Lor Angeles, CA 90046 
USA 
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October 10, 2003 

C h i m a n  Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Deac Michael Powell, 

I m writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for &gtd 
television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to 
tell technologists what ncw products they CM crate. This will result in products that don't necessacily reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for d~gital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Seth benson 
1239 17th Street 
San Francisco, CA 94107 
USA 
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Chairman Michael IC Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I pm writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandsted adoption of "broadcart flag technology for distal 
television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
nghtr, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their customers. Allowing movie stud~os to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to 
tell technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
functiondity. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an invesbnent in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my dghtr at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

H. Nix 
105 Dons Lane Apt. A 
Florence, AL. 35630 
USA 
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October 10. 2003 

Chairman Michael K .  Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street. NW 
Washington. D.C. 2 0 5 5 4  

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want. and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast'flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time 

Sincerely. 

Joseph Gratz 
1400 S 2nd St 
Minneapolis, MN 55454 
USA 
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Chalrman Mlchael K. Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
A45 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Mkhael Powell, 

I am wrklng to volce my opposltlon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltsl televlslon. As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV. 

A robust, competltlve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty ta Innovate for thelr 
customers. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DTV-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create. Thls WIII result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers Ilke me 
ECtUally want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlorfunctlonallty. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less Ilkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recehers 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devlces that Ilmt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast ?lag technology for dlgltal televlslon. Thank you for your tlme. 

Slncerely, 

Matthew Haughey 
1254 NE 27th Street 
McMlnnvllle, OR 97128 
USA 
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October 10, 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of '"broadcast 
flag" technology for  digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want. and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank YOU for your time. 

Sincerely, 
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October 10, 2003 

ChaLman Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communicstions Commission 
445 12th Street, N W  
Washington, D C. 20554 

Dear Michsel Powell, 

I rn "itkg to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag', technology for digital televipion. As n consumer 
and citizen, I feel strongly thst such n policy would be bsd for innovation, conswer rights, and the ultLnste sdaption of D N .  

A robuot, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in muufnchwem' ability to innovnte for their customers. dowing 
movie studios to veto features of DN-reception equipment will ensbie the studios to tell technologists whst new products they CM 

crente. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actudy want, and it could result in me being 
charpd more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I wodd actually be less wlely to make an invehnent in DN-capable reeeivem and other 
equipment. I will not pny more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of HoUyvood. Please do not mandate broadcast flag 
technology for digitd television. TnlhanL you for your h e .  

Sincerely, 

Scott Laird 
10335 NE 2Olst PI 
BotheU, W A  9801 I 
USA 
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October 10. 2 0 0 3  

Chairman Michael K .  Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
4 4 5  12th Street. NW 
Washington, D.C. 2 0 5 5 4  

Dear Michael Powell. 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of 
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank YOU f o r  your time. 

Sincerely, 

Douglas Chase 
3 8 4  Prospect 
Buffalo, NY 14201 
USA 

"broadcast 
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October I O ,  2003 

Chalrman Mlchael K. Powell 
Fedenl Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgka televlslon. As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon. consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of D N .  

If the motlon picture studlos have thblr way. the Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon (FCC) wlll force all future televlslons 
to Include Hollywood-approved "content protectlon" technologles. Falr use, lnnovatlon and competklon wlll suffer. What3 
more, the "broadcast flag" technology that the Motlon PIcture ASSOClatlOn of Amerlca (MPAA) has proposed Is so weak that 
It wlll do nothlng to stem Internet redlstrlbutlon of televlslon programs. In fact, the only people hurt by thls are legltlmate 
consumers, lnnovator~ and researchers 

A robust, competltive market for consumer electronks must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-reeeptlon equipment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferior functlonalky 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recelven 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal telwlslon. Thank you for your tlme. 

Slncerely, 

Zac Holman 
3765 Mount Vernon Ave 
Clnclnnatl, OH 45209 
USA 


